
SEFA POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTCT SITS
IOENT1FICAT10H AMD PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT

R6.5JOM SIT =
• If/lt

TX 109/9
MOTS: TM» Jons it ctxaplaiad tor aacb potential hazardous -»««te sit* to halp s*t srtaritias far »ite injpeeaon. T>.a i-it'oraauon
• abaitted oa tila fora '.» tm**d on artUafrltf focorda tad a«y be- updated an isi'issijueaf ;orss <a a r«ui! at additional uiaujrtsa
and oa-vita laipacdonc.

GENERAL. INSTRUCTIONS: Complata Section*. I and 03 •Jireuch X la caoplataly ia pottibl* bafora Section II (Pnllainary
At*ft*m*n:). 711» liia /oro la t&a S«Ho°«-l HazaMoui Taat* Lag FUa tod lubtait i ecpy to: U.S. Environmtntil Pnt«cuoa
Agancy; 31ta TraeUag Systan; Huajdoua ta.ta in/orcoment Task Forea (EH-J3S): 401 M St.. SW; W.ihinpsa. DC 20460.

I. SITE lOf iMTIFICATtOM
A. SITE NAMtt

Union Oil Co. of California - Beaumont
i. STRCST-for or.T«r i

FM 366 - north side, near SH 347
c. :;TY

Npdprland
0. STATS

TX
E. ZIP COOS

77627
. COUNTY NAMg

Jefferson
G. OWNCB/OP-SKATOH (•(/ tnj-*)

t. HAUC C.O. Burch, Supt. Environ. Services, T«,.BpM,Ne MUM.,

Union Oil .Co.-of California Neder1and23TX 77627 (409)724-3225
H. TYPE Or O»Nef»SMI>'

l. JTATS r~1l. COUNTY j""1* MUNIC'PAU GTIs. P«IVAT» I <

i. sire

Petroleum ref inery
i. OJH/» clf«ri>n>.

CERCLA notification

*, OATS
! (mo., a*r, * rr->

I 6/4/81
U. PRIHCJP**. STATE

I. H A W K

L. Scheoners. TDWR . (512)475-1344
U.. P R E L I M I N A R Y ASSESSMENT (camp/era ,-,'iis ^ee^-on !3at>

A. A("o»HEs7 SCRIOUSNESi OF PNOBLCM

f~j1. HIGH r~|t. MBC1UM fail. L3* • c3. U N K N O W N

B. BECOKMCNOATIOH

f~! t. «o ACTIOH xesoao /«•

J. i1T8 I
a. TCMTAT1VfcU> SCxCQUbCO

'2. IMMCclATg SITE IHSPSCTION
' a. T C N T ^ T ' V C W Y SCXftOUltCa

FILE

' > a, SITE IMSPSCTION NEsoe5fTo«fpri«jiA5ip Q r{ JGQO

INFORMATION

Robert Davis, Engineering-Science
1. TIL.£»WONC NUMBCH

(512)477-9901
a. a A re (are., 4*r* » rr>;

1/4/84

III. SITE INFORMATION
I A. SITK STATUS

PiTi l;l»CTlVt (Thva* Induoertaf or
•unlelpaJ ««•• Wl/eA ar»
far

J Z. INACTIVE fTJwa
!(•• vft^en nd longer r*
•afaa«>

f«D«ei/rc
ftat mcfutfv

. 13 CCNCRATOM ON 3ITE7

J. YM f«P«tllr ««t.w»«or'« /aur-dl«lt J/C Cad»>: 2911 .2865.2951 2992

. AHEA OF SITE (In a«r»J
>*

10

O. IF APPARENT SCRIQUSNEiS OF SITE II -"O". 1P.'£!VV CC
t. UJITITUOC rrf««—«""—••<>.;

30° 00' 00" 93° 38' 45'
. AP.B

Q«. »w
;"̂ "TW No buildings directly over former disposal areas, but buildi.gs
resf—.wr;.- a"P"focatea elsewhere on the site.

On

194087



Conrfnuea' front Front

IV. OUBACTEaiZATION QP SITE ACTIVITY
l!i« major til* JcrivtyY"") ind da»il» reUiiaa; :o »«ch activity by rairfelng 'X* tit ti>« tooraoriit* boxas.

x-t
A. THAHSPOBTIS — c. THCATEH o.

I I. «>uc I . »tt.T»A TI X I.
!l. UANO* ft AM

is.
J4 . TAMK. A B O V IU0OUNOMCNT

IH (n»<iir>:
T. *A3TC OIV.

. 1O(_V«MT J4. OT»t» f.p.e/ly):

s. SPICILY DETAIL* cr SITS ACTIVITIES AS Neeneo
SFN indicated that two disposal pits for leaded tank bottoms and one landfill were used
from 1923 to 1973 and 1969, respectively, the facilities have been closed but are now
covered by an active 31.-acre disposal pond (depth 5-1/2 feet) The TOWR SW Registration
indicates that wastes disposed at the active pond include Class I (see Attachment A)

V. *»57g RELATEQ INFORMATION
A. »A»re TYPS

;"x"[i UNKNOWN Cji uouio j. SOLID Qtsuuooe

3. WASTE CHARACTERISTICS
J2'-UNKNOWN E*- COnnostVe O3- KSNITABUS O«- BAQIOACTWC f~h
i~jii.' TOXIC f]7. asAcnve C]a. INEPT f~J9. CUAMMASJ.!

wci<r».-Ueathered (rendered inorganic) leaded tank bottom sludge
C. WASTS CATEGORIES

..Ar* r*cort» at w»*tn

TDWR Part A application- indicated quantities.
2. £jtia«t» th* *atonatfif«etf/ unit o/ aa*sur9)ol waaci by ea«»«tor7: aarlc 'X' to iadicata which wistesarvprasmt.

.. suuoce i OIU e. JOUVENTS
AMOUNT

1,020,000 "None
AMOUNT

None
AMQUMT

Unknown
AMOUN T

1,090,000
MCUN r
Unknown

UNIT Or MCAJUHS UN:T ar MCAJUNC UNIT a* MCAIUHK

Ibs
U N I T Of MIA3UM

Ibs
UNIT Or HCA9UHC

X'llll »AINT. f I I XAU3OCN ATKO
SQI.VVNT1

X1
-Illl "UT»»-

I (II O TMBBf *o» til MOM-MAuoa
JCI.VCNT3

IJIOTMCKf Ill CAUITIC1

U I A U U U I N U
IUUOO«

1 ociTieiocx

Leaded tank
bottom sludge

I9IOTCI/INKI

III AKOTO1

. . . I U
"' 1MUTO. WAJTO

31 «4OIOACTIVf I

(•I CVAMIOC;

(71 VHCNOUJ

Also 3,225,OOC
Ibs of spent
poly catalyst.

I l l M A C O O K N I

(tOIM(TAt.J

li

EPA T:070-2 (10-79) OR ^J



Cantlnutd Fnm P»q» J

V. WASTE RELATED INFORMATION rea/i/mued)
J. CUT SUBSTANCM Of OHEArejT COHZSRH «M>CH WAr fl£ Ox THE StT£ (flic* m O«.c«r/ajn4 crair «< n«i.ra.i.

Metals 'from spent poly catalyst and leaded tank sludge.

4. AOOITIONAL COMMENTS OR NAflHATIVE DESCRIPTION or SITUATION KNOWN OR SEPOSTE3 TO EXIST *'• THE SITE. '

VI. HAZARD DESCRIPTION

A. TYPE or HAZARD

1 . NO MA2A «O

2. HUMAN HCAUTM- \ •

« NON.WOffKCR
IHJUMT/CXPO4UAK

4. WONKCN INJUHV •

. CONTAMINATION
•• Of <IAT«B »oi»»Vr

. CONTAMINATION
Qf FOOO CHAIN

- CONTAMINATION
7' Of SMOUNO WATtn

CONTAMINATION f

*• or lunrAcc «A>en ..

OAMA4K TO
*' rtOHA/rAUNA

10. FI9M KIU1.

,, CONTAMINATION • '
'.'• or Aif •

ii. NOTicCA«k( ooom

•,

f A. »*O»*NTV OAMAOC

ts. nnc on cxruonoH

.. i*iLu*/CKAKiNa eONTAiNcni/
"' KUNOrr/lTANOiNO UlOU'Ol

.. tewcx, ITOHM
''• OMAIM »HO»L.CMJ

ti. tKOllON »WO«l.IM«

1». INAOeOVIATC HCUHITY

JO. INCOMffATtlU* HASTI1

al. UIONIOHT OUMBIN9 ,

a a. OTM«B (nftiiri:

'».

a.
POTSM-

TIAI.
HAZAMQ

fmmilt '.T';

X

:.

r x

8PA r~» TJ070.1 00.7")

c.
ALLEGED
iwctoe.tT
fm»Jr 'X';

. •:. :

.

O. OATgor .
INCIDENT

(ao..d*r,r'.l

: ..

. ... ._.

6. BSMABKi

• •- - - -

PACE 3 OF t Conttnuf On Ra»erjo



Continued From Front

VTt.PEH.UIT \Hf TRMAT10N
t. INDICATE AUL AP^UICASUS *SRNITJ M6LO 3Y THE SITS.

TX 0002909 . ' . - -
QJ i. NPOEi oemuiT Q 3. JPCC *•!..«* " S33- "ATE »!»u>rr,a.fiir): TDWR SW 30001 and WQ 00316
l~% 4. Am PERMITS f"l s- LOCAU PERMIT I I a. RCXA TnoNjpoflTes
Q »- 'CRA 1TOR« S .. P.CRA T-EATEP [3' "CPA =.SPO5ER ' Epft jp NQ _ ^ 3^794097

(T] to. oTngRf,p»c.>r); Army Corps of Engineers No. 14111 -•
8. IN COMPLIANCE?

DTI 1. YES •' T~l 1. HO

*. WtTW deSPSCT TO dill r

- (~1 1. UNKKJWN

n«t> * mima«r).'

VTI1. PAST REGULATORY ACTIONS
I I A. NONE (71 B. YES f»wnm»«I« ««/ow) . ' -

Enforcement letter from TDWR on 8/25/82 outlining decifiencies revealed during
SW inspection.

IX. INSPECTION ACTIVITY fo*sl or on-Domdl

A. NONE 8. YES feomorti. f(*n* !,}.],

I. TV»C 0» ACTIVITY
X O A T C OF

»»»T ACTION
fmo*. rf«K. ̂  rr.)

. O«SCI«'»>TIOM

.6/30/82̂  «.
SW compliance inspection 7/5/82 TDWR Several deficiencies noted.

RCRA GWM inspection 7/21/82 EPA In compliance.

X. REMEDIAL ACTIVITY fp**t or art-gain*)

Hfl A. f~~l'a. YE» leomiit* lt*a* t.3.3. ,

f .TYPt O» ACTIVITY
1. 3ATI o» 1. PCRVO

• »3T A C T I O N ar:

NOTE: Based on the iafonnaQoa io Sectiona HI through X, fill out the Preliminary Assessment (Section II)

information on the first page of this form.
r•»» TJ070-2 <io-;»i PACE 4 Of 4



ATTACHMENT A

POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS KAS'iT SITE
IDENTIFICATION AND PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT SUPPLEMENT SHEET

Instruction - This sheet 1s provided to give additional information in
of a question on the for- T207D-2.

Corresponding
number on form

III-A

IV-E

Additional Re-ark and/or Explanation

Plant is active but disposal sites identified on SFN are inactive.

wastes (API Separator sludge, slop oil emulsion solids, spent.treating
clay, spent catalyst) and Class III wastes. The TDWR Part A application
(1980) reported that the active site contains approximately
675,000,000 Ibs of sludge. The Part A also indicated that the
inactive landfill contained 1,090,000 Ibs of asbestos and 3,225,000
Ibs of spent polycatalyst (0002 or D003) in 67,000,000 Ibs of total
wastes, and the inactive disposal pits contained 1,020,000 Ibs of
weathered TEL sludge (K052). Closure plans at the subject site include
landfarming all sludge from the active 31-acre disposal pond.

The site, is bounded to the north by the Neches River and surrounded
by other refineries. Hydrogeologic data in the file indicated that
thick deposits of clay underlie the site. Groundwater monitoring
wells are in place around the active disposal pond (since 1981)
under RCRA. guidelines, and data in the file indicated that as of
September 1982,.no. parameters except turbidity had exceeded drinking
water standards. However, file records also show that the wells
are screened through two or three aquifers, allowing for the
possibility of dilution of contaminants present in the uppermost
aquifer. TDWR and EPA have approved the GW monitoring system based
on the belief that statistical differences in quality between new
and background data will be detected even with dilution.

The plant is subject to annual SW disposal compliance monitoring
inspections by TDWR. A windshield survey of 12/27/83 revealed no new
information because of limited access.

A site inspection is recommended to further review plant records
regarding the inactive disposal facilities and to determine the current
status o-f groundwater quality in the area.



r · 

( 
'--

Photographer I Witness 

lSo \, Dtwis 

Date I Time I Direction 

IZ-'2-r-<n I I "2 ~ I N wt'k 

Corrments: Y\ t-Nt ~ .IM4-u.. f.v~ 

Photographer I Witness 

Date I Time I Direction 

Corrrn ents: ---------------------

Phot ographer I Witness 

Date I Time I Direction 

Comme nts : --------------------
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